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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 10, 11, 13, 21, 23-25, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Abecassis (6,091,886). 

As to claim 10, Abecassis discloses video viewing responsive to content and 
time restrictions and further discloses a system comprising: 

A video signal processor (Subscriber Video System 'SVS' 721/722/723) for 
producing an output signal suitable for coupling to a display device (741) to produce a 
plurality of images for display to at least one viewer (figs.4, 7, col. 5, line 59-col.6, line 47 
and col. 19, lines 31-53); 

A supervisor control system (SVS 721/722/723) operable by a supervisor to 
create at least one viewer profile identifying programs to be blocked from display to the 
at least one viewer (figs.8-9, col. 5, line 59-col.6, line 47, col. 19, line 54-col.20, line 27, 
col.21, line 34-col.22, line 11); 
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The supervisor control system operable by the supervisor to select a specific 
program having a rating above a set rating for blocking programs applicable to the 
viewer profile such that the select program is unblocked for the duration of the program 
while the other of the plurality of images for display are blocked according to the viewer 
profile, whereby upon completion of the selected specific program, the supervisor 
control system identifies programs to be blocked according to the at least one viewer 
profile (col. 19, line 54-col.20, line 27, col.21, line 34»col.22, line 61, line 66-col.23, line 
44 and col.24, line 55-col.25, line 8). 

As to claim 1 1 , Abecassis further discloses the images correspond to programs 
and the viewer profile identifies programs to be blocked from display to the at least one 
viewer (col.21, line 34-col.22, line 61, line 66-col.23, line 44). 

As to claim 13, Abecassis further discloses where the viewer profile identifies at 
least one time period during which all images are to be blocked from display to the 
viewer (col.21, line 34-col.22, line 61, line 66-col.23, line 44). 

As to claim 21 , Abecassis further discloses the supervisor control system 20 for 
producing an output signal includes at least one item selected from the group 
comprising: television receiver, STB, VCR tuner (col. 19, line 54-col.20, line 27 and line 
57-001.21, line 19). 

As to claim 23, Abecassis further discloses a video signal processing system 
for producing an output signal suitable for coupling to a display device to produce 
images to be displayed to at least one viewer, a method for blocking viewing by at least 
one viewer comprising the steps of: 



Application/Control Number: 09/475,448 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2623 

Creating a viewer profile (SVS 721/722/723) identifying images to be blocked 
for a corresponding viewer (figs.4, 7, col.5, line 59-col.6, line 47 and col.19, lines 31-53); 

Selecting a program (SVS 721/722/723) having a rating above a set rating for 
blocking programs to be applied to the viewer profile so as to allow the corresponding 
viewer to view the selected program for the duration of the program (figs.8-9, col.5, line 
59-col.6, line 47, col.19, line 54-col.20, line 27, col.21 , line 34-col.22, line 11); 

Monitoring blocking of the other of said images to be displayed according to the 
viewer profile; and monitoring blocking of viewer of all images according to the viewer 
profile upon completion of said selected program (col.19, line 54-col.20, line 27, col.21, 
line 34-col.22, line 61, line 66-col.23, line 44 and col.24, line 55-col.25, line 8). 

Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 1 . 

Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 12, 14-17, 19, 24-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Abecassis (6,091,886) as discussed above with respect to 
claims 10 and 23, and in view of Collings (5828402). 
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As to claim 12, Abecassis further discloses where the images correspond to 
channels, but fails to explicitly teach where the viewer profile identifies channels to be 
blocked from display to at least one viewer. 

However, Collings discloses a method and apparatus for selectively blocking 
audio and video signals and further teaches blocking channel(s) (figs.1, 2, 5, col. 2, line 
66-col.3, line 16, line 45-col.4, line 8, col.17, lines 20-32 and col. 19, line 41-col.20, line 
6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Collings into the system of Abecassis to 
block undesirable channel(s) and prevent the user from accessing the blocked 
channel(s). 

As to claims 14-17, Abecassis fails to explicitly teach where an override list is 
formed including a selection of a plurality of programs having a rating above a set rating 
for blocking programs applicable to the viewer profile by a user and the override list is 
applicable to at least one corresponding viewer profile such that at least one image to 
be blocked according to the viewer profile is unblocked and at least one other image not 
blocked according to the viewer profile is blocked. 

However, in an analogous art Collings further teaches where an override list is 
formed including a selection of a plurality of programs having a rating above a set rating 
for blocking programs applicable to the viewer profile by a user and the override list is 
applicable to at least one corresponding viewer profile such that at least one image to 
be blocked according to the viewer profile is unblocked and at least one other image not 
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blocked according to the viewer profile is blocked, applied to at least one viewer 
profile(s), for a period of time specified by the supervisor and override list includes at 
least one override selected from the group comprising at least one channel override, at 
least one time period blocking override, at least one rating blocking override, at least 
one program (Col. 17, lines 1-32 and Figures 5B and Figure 5H). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Collings into the system of Abecassis 
for the purpose of allowing a parent to unblock previously blocked program(s) and 
furthermore to enable the parent to have additional control (e.g. time of viewing, etc.,) of 
the program being received. 

As to claims 19 and 22, Abecassis fails to teach teaches the control system 
20 operable by the supervisor to create a plurality of override lists and display to a 
viewer a blocking status based upon the override list applicable to the at least one 
viewer profile. 

However, in an analogous art Collings teaches the control system 20 operable 
by the supervisor to create a plurality of override lists (more than one feature) applicable 
to the at least one viewer profile and displaying to a viewer a blocking status based 
upon the override list (Column 17, lines 20-32; Figure 5B). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Collings into the system of Abecassis 
for the purpose of allowing a parent to unblock previously blocked program(s). 

Claims 24-26 are met as previously discussed with respect to claims 14-17. 
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Claim 28 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 12. 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abecassis (6,091,886) as applied to claim 10 above, and in view of West et al. 
(5,550,575). 

As to claim 20, Abecassis fails to teach where the control system is operable by 
the supervisor to create a plurality of override lists applicable to a plurality of viewer 
profiles. 

However, in an analogous art West teaches said control system is operable by 
said supervisor to create a plurality of override lists applicable to a plurality of viewer 
profiles (Column 5 lines 30-40 teaches multiple user profiles each having there own 
levels of censorship, Also Column 7, lines 29-40 and Column 14, lines 16-37). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to incorporate the 
teaching of West into the system of Abecassis for the purpose of allowing the parent to 
specify the level of viewing for each member of a household that has different age 
groups. 

6. Claims 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abecassis (6,091,886) in view of Collings (5828402) as applied to claim 14 above, 
and further in view of Sullivan et al. (2004/0040034). 

As to claim 18, Abecassis as modified by Collings, fail to teach at least one list is 
applicable to a plurality of viewer profiles. 
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However, in an analogous art Sullivan teaches wherein said at least one list is 
applicable to a plurality of viewer profiles (1f[0036] teaches an age group of children can 
have different parental controls of other age groups. The individual children in the age 
group have a common profile of being a certain age and the same parental control 
settings/list apply to all the children with the age profile). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to incorporate the 
teaching of Sullivan into the system of Abecassis as modified by Collings for the 
purpose of being able to easily modify the parental control settings for a group that are 
always the same. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1029 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The amendment to the claims 
necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection discussed above. This office action made 
final. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Abecassis (6,038,367) discloses playing a video responsive to a comparison of 
two sets of content preferences. 
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9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Annan Q. Shang whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 7355. The examiner can normally be reached oh 700am-400pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Annan Q. Shang 



